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The Dopi.rti.}C;:t or State is interested ii. the following 
questions, concerniny Cast *.o. 2266, 

1. Did the Kalmyks take part in cj^. anti-Sovic t activities 
durir.y the war? Herr is the disappearance of the Kalmyk ASoR ' 
fror~ Soviet postwar publications to be explained'; 

2* ’Cere the wcrfciue anti-Soviet actions of the Karachayevtsi 
Motivated by local naticrieiisu and anti-Russian feelirxs or by 
hostility tc the socialisation pro ra: of the Co.x.uiJLst Part; ? 

3, ’/hat is the explanation for the reorganization of the 
Kab ax dino-Vallcar ian /oi; into the Kabardir.ian A33R? Did the 
Balkaricns, like the Karachcyevtsi, prove unreliable duriny the 
war? If so, what ix>tivatod their hostility toward he scow? V.'as 
it local nationalia:. and anii-Uussiar. feeliny, or was displeasure 
with socialise t^e basis for the hostility? 

4, kh&t part, if ary, did ,k. Suslov (the Cawumist Party 
secretary of otavro.^ol krai during the war) play in suppressing 
the enti-oeviet outb*orsts of the Caucasian peoples? 

5, VHiet indications of hostility to ‘ os cow were there ill 
Central Asia duriny the *2Ds and *30’ s? here rl.odshaiyev and 
Ikreuov act ually .’' involved ir* nationalist ar.d separatist activities 
as they were accused of in 193C or were they merely victims of 
Stalin's rise to couplet e power? has the Dosciacki uova-ei.t 

finally liquidated? If so, when? If not, how does it Manifest itself? 

6, hnat iiGtivatei the hostility of the Criuean Tatars toward 
Losccw durir.y the war? ".’.as it Latii.nalis:- and anti't/.ussiari ieelir_ 
or dissatisfaction with the policies of the Couomist Party? 
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7. The soviet .-'Jus: ai .U-u . J..uc 2 b, 1/..0 uhr.i the 
Chdchon-ln.jusi .\GJTi had bco*. uissOvcu uocluso ‘•i.any Choohuns 11 
had collaborated tith the dvr. ns# It sotted t>;at t ie "Chechens" 
v;ere rocetU eu but uaue no Mention of the Irrush. ’)id the Irijueh 
seller the aa^wG Tate as the Chechens? Hat u»etivcteu the 
hostility of those ;u\lo tov.^rd ; oscovr? 

C. readily car. j» 0 '>ylc syec .in different Vurhic lcnju;*/;< 

ur. her -tend each other? Jar.- an Uzbe!:~snoa.:in;; y-ursen understand 
soj c^i.c s»'cfchinj ..aerheiaaliaj:? 
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